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whether he is for or against elimi-
nating the marriage penalty within the 
Tax Code. 

I call on the President to sign this 
for the American people. After tomor-
row morning, the President and the 
Vice President and this administration 
are all that stands in the way of the 
American people being able to receive 
this correction within the Tax Code so 
people who are married don’t pay more 
taxes than people who are single. 

It simply makes equitable a situation 
for most people impacted by the mar-
riage penalty; not all. It would be bet-
ter if it dealt with everybody. It is a 
simple statement that we should not be 
taxing marriage. We have said that re-
peatedly. For most people impacted by 
the marriage penalty, this bill will deal 
with that situation. We will not be tax-
ing people just for being married. Plus, 
I think it is just the right message to 
send across to the American public 
saying we think marriage is a valuable 
institution; it shouldn’t be taxed. We 
think it is at the center of family val-
ues. Let’s all say we are for it and that 
we shouldn’t be taxing it. 

Also, it gets around that iron rule in 
government that if you want less of 
something, tax it; if you want more of 
something, subsidize it. I don’t think 
we want to tell the American public we 
want less marriage, and therefore we 
are taxing them. 

This is the time for us to accomplish 
this. 

I say in conclusion that this is going 
to pass, and it will pass large tomorrow 
morning. At least nine Democrats 
voted for it the last time. The only 
thing that stands in the way of this tax 
relief—this tax sanity, that we 
shouldn’t be taxing marriage and the 
American public—is the President of 
the United States. Please, Mr. Presi-
dent, sign this bill. 

This is good tax policy. This Con-
gress is doing a number of things. We 
are getting them to the President. It is 
up to the President whether he will 
sign them into law. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, 
the Marriage Tax Relief Act that 
passed in the Senate previously and 
that has now come back to us from 
conference is a piece of legislation of 
historic importance. I would like to 
share a few thoughts with this body 
concerning why I think it is so impor-
tant. 

Not long ago a Harvard president 
wrote a book about the beginning of 
our Republic—the first 150 years. He 

said every piece of legislation that was 
considered and passed was debated on 
the principle of whether or not it would 
make the American people better as in-
dividual people, as human beings. It 
would encourage their self-reliance, 
their discipline, and their work ethic. 
It would encourage them to educate 
themselves and their families. It would 
make them more law abiding. 

We know that public policy does, in-
deed, affect social policy and that ac-
tions have consequences. We know that 
a tax is a penalty. A tax is a detriment. 
When you tax something, you get less 
of it. In fact, that is why we tax ciga-
rettes and beer more than we do food 
and medicine. We believe you can re-
duce certain activities to some degree 
by a tax. We now know if you subsidize 
an event, you get more of it. 

Those are principles that I think are 
undisputed. How much I don’t know. 
How much it affects any one single 
event in the life of a nation I don’t 
know. But when you have over 200 mil-
lion people making thousands and 
thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of decisions every day, every week, and 
every month of the year, penalties on 
one type of decisionmaking and a sub-
sidy on another type of decisionmaking 
can affect what happens. 

We are in the position that this great 
Nation through inadvertence, I sup-
pose, has created a system that actu-
ally penalizes marriage. It, indeed, can 
be said to subsidize divorce. 

I know a friend who got a divorce in 
January. I was told had they divorced 
in December it would have saved them 
$1,600 in tax dollars; the Federal Gov-
ernment would be prepared to subsidize 
that divorce. But had they married in 
December, it would have cost them on 
their tax return an additional $1,600; 
$1,600 is a lot of money. 

The average family who pays this 
marriage tax penalty according to the 
best estimates pays around $1,400 more 
per year in taxes. That is $100 a month. 
That is real money for American fami-
lies. 

I want to say how excited I am that 
I believe we are on the verge of passing 
and sending to the President a bill that 
I trust he will feel quite comfortable 
signing—a bill to eliminate this bizarre 
penalty. 

How much has it impacted marriage 
and families in America? I don’t know. 
But we know this: Marriage and family 
is a good institution. It strengthens 
America through families. Traditions, 
stability, and education are ways of 
getting along in the world and trans-
mitted partnerships occur. People live 
longer who are married, for the most 
part. It is a good institution. It is the 
institution that raises our next genera-
tion, trains them, and prepares them 
for the world. 

It is such a delight and a thrill to 
know that we will, tomorrow, I am 
quite confident, vote to eliminate this 

penalty on one of America’s most valu-
able institutions, the family. What a 
good day that is going to be. I look for-
ward to it. I am going to celebrate it 
when it is signed, as I am confident the 
President will do. We will have made a 
major step in this body to strength-
ening one of America’s greatest insti-
tutions, and that is the family. 
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HONORABLE NANCY EKSTRUM, 
MAYOR OF PHILIP 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, on 
July 10, 2000, one of South Dakota’s fin-
est mayors stepped down after two dec-
ades of public service. Nancy Ekstrum, 
former city council member and mayor 
of the town of Philip for 12 years, pro-
vided thoughtful and decisive leader-
ship for her community during a time 
of considerable change. 

The first woman to lead Philip, 
Mayor Ekstrum began her service as 
mayor facing difficult issues that 
would be familiar to anyone who lives 
in a rural community. Poor quality 
water supplies made treatment expen-
sive and difficult. An aging sewer sys-
tem needed repair and road projects 
awaited completion. Meeting these 
challenges with a shrinking tax base 
and during a time of hardship for area 
ranchers required a sense of vision and 
tenacity. Most of all, it required a 
mayor who was willing to roll up her 
sleeves and put her heart and soul into 
finding creative solutions to difficult 
problems. 

Nancy Ekstrum was just that kind of 
mayor. Under her leadership, the city 
built long-needed roads and made great 
strides toward providing its citizens 
with clean, healthy drinking water. 
When it became clear that the Mni 
Wiconi Rural Water System was still 
several years from reaching the com-
munity, Mayor Ekstrum rallied area 
residents to work with the congres-
sional delegation to find an affordable 
interim solution to the city’s water 
crisis. It is my hope that this project 
will be funded this year so that clean 
water will be Mayor Ekstrum’s lasting 
legacy to the city. 

On a more personal level, I will miss 
working with Mayor Ekstrum. Her ad-
vice on issues facing western South Da-
kota is always thoughtful and on tar-
get. I suspect that I will continue to 
turn to her long into the future for her 
thoughts and input as South Dakota 
faces the challenges of adapting a rural 
state to a global economy. I look for-
ward to maintaining our strong friend-
ship. 

In conclusion, I simply would like to 
extend my congratulations to Mayor 
Ekstrum on her 23 years of service to 
her community. I am delighted that 
she plans to stay involved in education 
and will continue to make a difference 
for the youth of Philip. I wish her the 
best as she enters this new phase of her 
life. 
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